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Abstract: Problem statement: Pahang and Muar Rivers are two major rivers in Mg In the past,
these two rivers did play an important role in fishing the economic activities of the local
community and upgrading their quality of life. Dadae community along these two rivers have a good
quality of life? Answers for this question will g us to the main objective of this study whichais
investigate the level of quality of life of the comnity living along Pahang River and Muar River and
to investigate any difference that might occur kegtw the communities in Pekan, Bahau and Muar.
Approach: Each of the cities is represented by 300 respdaduaking the overall total respondents
selected for this study was 900. This is a quaitéastudy and a questionnaire was used to gain the
data needed. A total of seven aspects of qualitifohamely home condition, physical environment,
safety at the areas, social involvement and reialip, education, financial and job security and
infrastructure facilities had been studi@ksults. Results gained have revealed that community along
Pahang River and Muar River do have a high levefulity of life. And further analysis using
ANOVA have shown that there are significant diffezes in six of the aspects of quality of life
studied. There was no significant difference idesdi in the aspect of education.
Conclusion/Recommendation: It can be concluded that the community that lilang Pahang River
and Muar River have a high level in all aspect®6fL studied. It can be concluded that community in
Pekan managed to record the highest mean scaneeim aspects of quality of life namely (1) physical
environment; (2) safety at the areas and (3) sami@lvement and relationship. Community in Muar
managed to record the highest mean score in tisgects namely (1) education; (2) financial and job
security and 3) infrastructure facilities while commnity if Bahau was identified to have the highest
mean score in the aspect of home condition.
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INTRODUCTION of the individual and that individual's experiences
(Calman, 1984). Quality of life is always seen las t
concept of standard of living, which is based
What is quality of life: Quality of life, primarily on income, but in fact it is not the same
happiness, wellbeing and utility are often seeor@s  |nstead, standard indicators of the quality of life
and they are frequently used interchangeablyinclude not only wealth and employment, but also
Quality of life can be defined as an individual's the built environment, physical and mental health,
perception of their position in life in the conteat  education, recreation and leisure time and social
the culture and value systems in which they livd an belonging. If quality of life is defined as we swg,
in relation to their goals, expectations, standamd  then only the person living that life is fit to jge its
concerns (WHOQOL Group, 1993). Quality of life quality, for only they can assess the gap between
quantifies the difference, or the gap, at a paflticu their perceived expectations and current reality
period of time, between the hopes and expectationgNord, 2001).

Corresponding Author: Sulaiman Md Yassin, Laboratory of Rural Advancenserd Agriculture Extension,
Institute for Social Science Studies, UniversityrBMalaysia
508




J. Social Sci., 7 (4): 508-515, 2011

Table 1: Aspects of quality of life to be measured

Name of the researcher/organization

Aspects of ophasized

Athiyaman and Walzer (2008)

Malaysian Quality of Life Index (MQLI) (2004)

Nilssonet al. (2004)

The West Wicklow Rural Communities ConsultationjBcb(2004)

Bloomet al. (2001)

Malaysia Quality of Life Index (MQLI) (1999)

Department for International Development (1999)

Felce and Perry (1995)

Barnard and Van Der Merve (1990)

Education, health, parks and
employment opportunities

Inoee and distribution, working life, transport and
communication, education, housing, environmentlfalife,
social participation, public safety and culture deidure.
Food, strength and work, family, support and iredefence,
spirituality and health
Transportation, Child minding provisiand play facilities,
access to health care, road safety, environmeenakss,
education and training, information and advisonyises,
supporting local voluntary efforts
Health, education and nutrition; developing rurditastructure and
financial institutions; promoting the involvement
of rural people in the political process; and, imjing
the status of women

Incomand distribution, working life, transport and
communication, health, education, housing, enviremm
family life, social participation and public safety

mdn capital, social capital, natural capital, pbgkcapital
and financial capital
Physical well-being, material well-being, sociallieeing,
emotional well-being and development and activity
emotional well-being and development and activity
and financial capital

Social functidasilities, housing, standard of living,
demographic measurement, social measurement,

recreation, crimes e, fre

Aspects to be measured for quality of life Many
studies have come out with the aspects of qualitifeo
of the rural community. Table 1 clarifies to us soof
the recent studies conducted locally and internatly

focuses on achieving the status of developed nation
2020. Within this period, two new policies have hee
formulated and known as National Development Policy
and National Vision Policy. Under these two policie

on the aspects to be measured for the rural contynunithe focuses are on balanced development, human

quality of life

The current situation on quality of life of the rural
community in Malaysia: Malaysia is well known for

resource development, regionalization of land
development authorities, an improved quality of
services for better quality of life, achieving sisable

development, poverty alleviation and lower income

its rural development. As one of the developinggroup, developing attractive, developed and prolita
countries in the world, Malaysia has put focus on dural areas and focus of rural development on fipeci
number of aspects such as poverty eradicatiorgroups. This balanced development ideology put
agriculture development (Hassehal., 2010) and ICT forward by the government is to ensure both physica
development (Samakt al., 2010). Besides this, the development and human development goes hand-in-
government of Malaysia has set two stages of ruradhand The impact of these two development phases hav
development transformation and evolution. The firstalready emerged. This is evident from on the recent
stage was planned from 1957-1994. Under this periogtatistics provided by the Ministry of Rural and
two policies had been developed which were policy o Regional Development (MRRD). The impact of rural
Pre New Economy Policy and New Economy Policy.development transformation and evolution on thalrur
Under these policies, among the target of ruracommunity can be clearly seen on the increaseef th
development set by the government were providingevel of income. In 1999, it was noted that the thyn
basic infrastructure, agriculture development based income per month per rural household was RM1,718
main commodities, equity development, efforts oncompared to RM2,545 in 2009. To further develop the
poverty alleviation, land and regional developmamd  rural areas, in the recent Tenth Malaysia Plan 2Dk
dissemination of subsidy. On the second stage dital of RM145 billion will be allocated for the
transformation (1994-2020), it is based on the Newphysical, economic and social development in which
Philosophy and Policy on Rural Development whichundoubtedly the rural community is one of the main
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targets of such development. The impact also can biée first king of Malacca transited before he wemt
seen on the educational development when almost haMalacca to build his empire. Of course, Muar Riiger
a million of the rural students were offered plaatthe ¥ve|l|—kgown W'thl Its frTISh nve:jlobs'l[er. .It IS adeh[;en
university for pursuing their studies at bacheéyel. In or lobster anglers all around Malaysia and have a

. huge potential to be developed as an attraction for
the period of 2006-2009, a total of 1,419.26 kmmeW (4 rist all around the world. Muar River has a huge

and repaired roads have been made available in thghtential development projects such as advance
rural area. Based on the fact that majority of'8emior  transportation system (inland waterway), tourism
people” live in the rural areas and always reldteé  activities such as home-stay, recreational actigiti
lower QOL due to their health condition (Dowtial.,  such as fishing and kayaking and business actvitie
2010; Taragh and llali, 2010 and Shafipciral., such as shops, hotels, bed and breakfast, sandignini

2010) access to the health services has been spreI éiustrles, boat making industries and stores regll

idelv for th | v Thi b ocal products (Yassiet al., 2010).
widely for the rural community. This can be Seen  panang river covers 459 km long and it is the

when a total of 1927 rural clinics have beenjgngest river in the Peninsular Malaysia. It draars
established by the government. In terms of electriyrea of 29,300 kfnA total of 75% of this basin area is
and water supply, under the Program of Rural Eiectr |ocated in Pahang while the remaining 25% located i
Supply, in 2010 a total of 14,140 houses (whichNegeri Sembilan. This river system started to fiow
before this faced electric supply problem) havenbeethe south east and south direction from north passi
provided with this energy supply while for water along major towns such as Kuala Lipis, Jerantut and
supply a total of 15,383 new houses in the rurahar Temerloh and finally turning eastward at Mengkarak
have been provided with tap water Ministry of Ruralin the central south flowing through Pekan townmea
and Regional Development. Besides all of these, th%;'le coast before discharging into the South Chiea S

. . ajor towns found in the Pahang River basin include
Mala.\y5|an government has introduced 6 NKRASPekan, Marang, Temerloh, Jerantut, Kuala Lipis,lRau
(National Key Result Areas) and of course one ef th

, ) nd Bentung. Previously, Kuala Lipis was once the
main targets of such NKRAs is to enhance the ruraljministrative center for the Pahang Sultanate Empi

community quality of life and the NKRAs are (1) Raub and Bentung were once the main industrialsarea
reduction of crime rates; (2) combat corruption) (3 for the country. Raub was famous with gold mining
widening access to affordable and quality educationindustry and Bentung was once the major tin produce
areas; (4) raising the living standard of the pgd); in Malaysia. There is a lot of famous recreatiozadl

improving the infrastructure in rural areas and (6)tourist destinations that can be found in the Pghan
improving public transport in the medium term. Al River basin. One of the attractions is the National
these are the evidences of the emergent impaats froPark; a national heritage area. The basin alsod®us
the decades of rural development programs, buf® three most popular highland resorts, namely
besides these successes, does the rural communjyf e o Highlands, - Fraser's Hill and Genting

) . - ighlands where temperatures of 18-22° C during the
perceive that they have achieved a better quafitye® dagy are the norm. Inp addition, the only two na?ural

lakes in Peninsula Malaysia are found in the Pahang

The Pahang River and Muar River: Muar River is River basin; the Chini lake and Bera lake.

one of the major rivers in Malaysia. It flows thgiu Pah Ri d M Ri |
two states of Johor and Negeri Sembilan. It staateal ahang River an uar- RIVEr are —nearly
place called Jempol in Negeri Sembilan and it flaas conne_cted at a place called Jempol, n Negeri
Malacca Straits through Kuala Muar. Muar River is S€Mbilan. This was because the Serting River flows
well known with its richness of history and its fio  INt0 the Bera River, a tributary of the Pahang Rive
and fauna. The legendary Malay warrior called Hang/®@mpol River flows into Muar River. In the past,
Tuah has been heavily related to Muar River when iffading boats from Muar River could continue their
is believed that Muar River was the main route usedourney until they reach Kuala Pahang in Pekan, or
by Hang Tuah to bring “Tun Teja” (famous Malay Kuala Lipis to continue into Terengganu, Kelantan o
princess) to Malacca. Along Muar River there are aPerak. At Jalan Penarikan, the boats need to dedoul
number of historical places such as the famous Bukioverland. The distance is about 300 meters and
Kepong police station, bombed bridge during Worldbecause of the pulling of boats overland, the rasite
War Two which is locally known as “Jambatan named Penarikan, which is the Malay word for
Patah”, two Sultan Ibrahim mosques and a placeulling. Figure 1 shows us the flows of Pahang Rive
called “Kota Buruk”, the place where Parameswaraand Muar River.
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Fig. 1: Flows of Pahang River and Muar River
MATERIAL AND METHODS Table 2: Aspects of quality of life studied
Aspects of quality of life Number of questions

This is a quantitative study and the main objectiv Home condition 11
of this study is to investigate any difference thaght ~ Physical environment 7
occur in their quality of life as perceived by the gg‘f:eig ﬁt\/g}se%iﬁ and relationsh 79
inhabitants in the three cities.. Through a simpleg aion P 5
random sampling a total of 900 _respondents have b?ﬁtinancial and job security 7
selected. This number was gained from three citiesfrastructure facilities 5

along Pahang River and Muar River namely Pekan (end
of Pahang River), Bahau (city where Pahang Rivelr anTq fyffill the objectives determined, SPSS softwares
Muar River are nearly connected) and Muar (end of,seq where descriptive and inferential analysesewer

Muar River). Each of the cities was represente@@y aperformed. Descriptive analyses such as frequency,

respondents who live near to Pahang River and Mu -
River. The questionnaire focused on seven aspédcts éercentage, mean .and standard  deviation ~were
performed to describe the general data of the

uality of life namely (1) home condition; (2) pki , ) o
gnvirgnment; 3) Zas‘e{y at the areas;( )(f)mﬁociafgsponden_ts stud|ed_. To _ determine any s!gnn‘lcant
financial and job security and 7) infrastructureiliies. ~ ANOVA was performed
A total of 51 questions related to the qualityité have

been asked to the respondents and the distributibns RESULTS
the questions for each of the aspect of the quafitife
are described as in Table 2. Based on the results gained, it can be concluded

For each of the question, a five likert-like scates  that more than half of the respondents interviewss
used, ranging from (1) very unsatisfied; (2) ursiatii; (3) Male (55.3%). Majority of the respondents were tbun
moderately satisfied; (4) satisfied and (5) vetisfiad. To [0 POSsess primary school education while only 20%
interview the suitable respondents, assistance filoen the respondents  were founq o possess
village leaders were gained and a total of 61 gé#aalong Degree/Master/PhD level of education. Interestingly

) . X AN more than a quarter of the respondents (27.9%) earn
Pahang River and Muar River have involved in thislg  peryeen RM501-RM1000 a month. However it raises
Trained enumerators facilitated the face to fateriews  gur concern when it was found that a total of 19 &%
to gain the data needed. the respondents only earn <RM500 a month.
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Table 3: Background data of the respondents

Level Frequency Percentage Mean
Gender

Male 498 55.3

Female 402 44.7

Age (years) 53.50
<40 165 18.3

41-60 447 49.7

>61 288 22.0

Level of education

Never been to school 72 8.0

Primary School 294 32.7

PMR/SRP/LCE 187 20.8

SPM/SPMV/MCE 270 30.0

Skills certificates 15 1.7

STPM/Diploma 43 4.8

Degree/Master/PhD 19 2.1

Income per month 1874.74
<RM500 176 19.6

RM501-RM1000 251 27.9

RM1001-RM1500 155 17.2

RM1501-RM2500 174 19.3

>RM2,501 144 16.0

Period of staying at the village (years) 40.90
<25 250 27.8

26-50 322 35.8

>51 328 36.4

Distance to the nearest city (km) 10.98
<5 km 326 36.2

6-10 km 259 28.8

>11km 315 35.0

Distance to nearest river 0.86
<250 meter 230 25.6

251-500 meter 237 26.3

501-1000 meter 233 25.9

1km-2km 200 22.2

Number of family members 4.67
1-2 200 222

3-5 400 44.4

6-7 187 20.8

>8 111 12.3

Majority of the respondents (38.6%) were thecan be seen that respondents studied do have a high
senior villagers; they have stayed in the village f level of satisfaction towards four aspects of dyadif
more than 60 years. This is followed by those whaeeh life namely (1) home condition; (2) safety at theas,
stayed in the village for period of 26-50 years.g36) (3) social involvement and relationship and (4)
and those who have stayed in the village for lassit education. The study also discovered that threecasp
25 years (27.8%). It is good to know that more toma  Of quality of life namely physical environment,
third of the respondents (36.2%) stayed less than 5 financial and job security and infrastructure feieis
from the nearest city. It can be detected that®6c3 Were perceived as moderately satisfied by the
the respondents stayed in the range of 250-500rsneterespondents.
to the river while slightly one third of the resptemts For the aspect of home condition, majority
(25.6%) stayed less than 250 meters from the rivef€spondents in Bahau (74.3%) have a high level of

More than two fifths of the respondents (44.4%) Bad satisfaction towards their home condition. The same
to 5 family members (Table 3). case was recorded in Pekan (61.7%) and Muar (71.7%)

when majority of the respondents interviewed
Aspects of quality of life studied: As been mentioned expressed a high level of satisfaction towardsrthei
earlier, there are seven quality of life aspectshome condition.
investigated in this study. Looking at the overakan In terms of physical environment, all of the three
for each of the aspects of the quality of life stdglit  cities recorded a same case when majority of the
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respondents in these three cities; Pekan (61.0%}egard to home condition between the threges
Bahau (79.7%) and Muar (59.0%) have a moderatstudied. Further analysis using Post Hoc test
level of satisfaction towards the physical enviremin revealed that there was a significant differencéhin
at their areas. aspect between respondents in Bahau and respondents
It can be seen that nearly three quarters of thén Pekan.
respondents (72.3%) in Pekan have a high level of For the aspect of physical environment, based on
satisfaction towards the aspect of safety at #reias. A the F value (3, 900) = 20.714, p< 0.05, there was
total of 66.7% of the respondents in Muar were tbun significant difference recorded. The highest mezores
to have a high level of satisfaction towards safety was recorded by the respondents in Pekan (M = 3.62)
their areas. Comparatively, majority of respondentsThe second highest mean score was recorded by the
(51.7%) interviewed in Bahau were found to have arespondents in Muar (M = 3.53) while the lowest mea
moderate level of satisfaction towards the aspdct oscore was recorded by the respondents in Bahau (M =
safety at their areas. 3.36). Further analysis using Post Hoc test redethlat
For the aspect of social involvement andthere was a significant difference in this aspetiMeen
relationship, majority of the respondents in thdwee respondents iRekan and respondents in Bahau.
cities; Pekan (74.6%), Bahau (64.3%) and Muar In terms of safety at the areas, based on thd-the
(58.0%) were found to have a high level of satisdfexc  value (3, 900) = 17.749, p<0.05, there was siggmific
toward this aspect. difference recorded between the three cities sdudie
In term of education aspect, more than halfFurther analysis done have detected that there avas
respondents in Muar (59.0%) were found to have aignificant difference in the aspect of safetylet &reas
high level of satisfaction towards this aspect whil between Pekan and Bahau. This is not surprising as
half of the respondents (50.0%) in Bahau also teve Pekan emerged with the highest mean score (M 5 3.93
high level of satisfaction towards education aspect and Bahau showed the lowest mean score (M = 3.62).
Conversely, majority respondents (54.0%) intervigwe Another aspect studied is the social involvement
in Pekan have a moderate level of satisfaction tdsva and relationship. The highest mean score was redord
the education aspect. by respondents in Pekan (M = 4.06), followed by
Majority of the respondents in Bahau (52.6%) andrespondents in Bahau (M = 3.93) and the lowest mean
Muar (52.0%) were found to have a high level ofscore was recorded by respondents in Muar (M =)3.83
satisfaction towards the aspect of financial and jo Based on the analysis,revealed that F value (3, 900)
security while majority respondents in Pekan (54.7%= 14.117, p< 0.05, there was significant difference

were found to have a moderate level of satisfactiofecorded in the aspect of social involvement and
towards this aspect. relationship between the three cities studied.

Last but not least, for the aspect of infrastreestu Education is one of most emphasized aspects for

facilities, majority respondents in Pekan (70.7%yav 9€Veloping cpmrr?unltthuahw th life arr‘]‘.j hd(ljmthle
found to have a moderate level of satisfaction tolwa communities in these three cities have a hig ©

. ) S . satisfaction toward the education aspect? Basetthen
this aspect. Interestingly, majority respondentsthia

. results presented in Table 5, the study discovéret
other two cities; Bahau (63.7%) and Muar (58.79%pal o of the three cities recorded a good mean score;

recorded a moderate level of satisfaction towahds t payan (M = 3.72), Bahau (M = 3.72) and Muar (M =

aspect of infrastructure facilities (Table 4). 3.77). Based on the analysis carried out, it reace#that
F value (3, 900) = 0.736, p> 0.05, thus there was n

Differences between the three cities in term of  significant difference recorded; a good sign that
aspects of quality of life: In the following part, we will communities in these three cities have admitted the
focus on this study’s main objective, which is to educational development at their areas.
investigate the difference between the three ciiies For the aspect of financial and job security, the
term of aspects of quality of life studied. Infetiah  highest mean score was recorded by respondents in
analysis using ANOVA was performed to inspect anyMuar (M = 3.58), followed by respondents in Bahbli (
difference that might occur. = 3.49) and respondents in Pekan (M = 3.33). Based

For the aspect of home condition, the study hashe analysis run, it revealed that F value (3, 980)
shown that the highest mean score was recorded 166, p>0.05, indicates that there was significant
respondents in Bahau (M = 4.02) followed by difference between the three cities studied. Furthe
respondents in Muar (M = 3.90) and respondents iranalysis through Post Hoc test has detected tlemé th
Pekan (M = 3.81). Based on the F value (3, 900) swas significant difference between respondents iraiM
11.006, p< 0.05, there was significant differendgthw and respondents in Pekan.
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Table 4: Aspects of quality of fife studied

Quiality of life aspects Pekan Bahau Muar Overakimscore level
Home condition M=3.81 M =4.02 M =3.90 M=3.91
Low (1-2.33) 0 0.7 0.7

Moderate (2.33-3.66) 38.3 25.0 27.7

High (3.67-5.00) 61.7 74.3 71.6

Physical environment M = 3.62 M =3.36 M =3.53 N850
Low (1-2.33) 0 0.3 17

Moderate (2.33-3.66) 61.0 79.7 59.0

High (3.67-5.00) 39.0 20.0 39.3

Safety at the areas M =3.93 M =3.62 M=3.81 BL79
Low (1-2.33) 0.3 3.0 1.7

Moderate (2.33-3.66) 27.3 51.7 317

High (3.67-5.00) 72.3 45.3 66.7

Social involvement and relationship M =4.06 M.83 M=3.81 M=3.94
Low (1-2.33) 0.7 0.3 1.0

Moderate (2.33-3.66) 24.7 35.3 41.0

High (3.67-5.00) 74.6 64.4 58.0

Education M =3.72 M =3.72 M =3.77 M=3.73
Low (1-2.33) 0 0.3 0.7

Moderate (2.33-3.66) 54.0 49.7 40.0

High (3.67-5.00) 46.0 50.0 59.3

Financial and job security M =3.33 M =3.49 M £8. M =3.48
Low (1-2.33) 8.3 15.7 8.7

Moderate (2.33-3.66) 54.7 31.7 39.3

High (3.67-5.00) 37.0 52.6 52.0

Infrastructure facilities M =3.10 M =2.99 M=2382 M=3.12
Low (1-2.33) 11.3 19.3 11.7

Moderate (2.33-3.66) 70.7 63.7 58.7

High (3.67-5.00) 18.0 17.0 29.6

Table 5: Differences in the aspects of qualityifef $tudied between the three cities

Variables n Mean SD F p
Home condition 11.006 0.0001
Pekan 300 3.810 0.5010

Bahau 300 4.020 0.5670

Muar 300 3.900 0.5430

Physical environment 20.714 0.0001
Pekan 300 3.620 0.4400

Bahau 300 3.360 0.4500

Muar 300 3.530 0.5620

Safety at the areas 17.749 0.0001
Pekan 300 3.930 0.6160

Bahau 300 3.620 0.6810

Muar 300 3.810 0.6220

Social involvement and relationship 14.117 0.0001

Pekan 300 4.060 0.5220

Bahau 300 3.930 0.5530

Muar 300 3.830 0.5810

Education 0.736 0.4790
Pekan 300 3.720 0.5030

Bahau 300 3.720 0.6590

Muar 300 3.770 0.5770

Financial and job security 6.166 0.0020
Pekan 300 3.330 0.7280

Bahau 300 3.490 1.0970

Muar 300 3.580 0.8430

Infratructure facilities 12.349 0.0001
Pekan 300 3.100 0.6250

Bahau 300 2.990 0.7440

Muar 300 3.280 0.753

For the last aspect, which is the infrastructurlifes, = was a significant difference detected between the
based on the F value (3, 900) = 12.349, p<.005¢ethe respondents in the three cities studies. Post ektdias
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revealed that there was significant difference réed Last but not least, this study revealed that the
between respondents in Muar and respondents innBah@ommunities that live along the two rivers are an
and this is not surprising as the highest mearesaais important component of the population that can
recorded by respondents in Muar (M = 3.28) while th become the focus of home-grown and community-

lowest mean score was recorded by respondents wiriven development. Overall, the quality of lifeoses

Bahau (M = 2.99). were good to moderate and are likely to be further
improved with the implementation of the newly

DISCUSSION launched Economic Transformation Programme (ETP)

of the government, with enhancing the agriculture

What does the study data mean when they argector and the improvement of rural incomes being
transposed with the outlay of the two rivers? Bigly o of the National Key Economic Areas (NKEA). It

is the first of its kind that is attempting to nelahe g5 zis0 heartening that education was one of the

community quality of life with what both history dn  aspects which was well regarded by the respondents
the two rivers have endowed for the three citiadistd. 5| three cities studied.

Firstly, it is quite clear that Bahau, being ireth
hinterland in regards to both rivers is quite “digt CONCLUSION
from the river mouths where Pekan and Muar are
situated. This bears greatly onto the level of QOL is indeed one of the contributors for rural
sophistication or intensity of development thattivee  community development; it is also an outcome tbat i
cities have gone through. Historically too, Peramik often focused upon. Based on the results gainasnit
was just a transit point when boats used to phang  be concluded that community that live along Pahang
down the Pahang and Muar rivers. This fact is ctdl@  River and Muar River have a high level in all aspef
in that Bahau’s scores on three of the measurdeedan QOL studied. It can be concluded that community in
last as compared to Pekan’s two and Muar’'s ones ThiPekan managed to record the highest mean scdneei t
fact is further augmented by the fact that Bahaigédal aspects of quality of life namely (1) physical
behind in physical environment, infra-structure environment; (2) safety at the areas and( 3) social
facilities and safety in the area, they being tivets of  involvement and relationship. Community in Muar
development in the last three decades. managed to record the highest mean score in three

Secondly, it is very interesting to note that Reka aspects namely (1) education; (2) financial and job
ranked first on three related aspects, they beltygipal  security and (3) infrastructure facilities whilensmunity
environment, safety in the area and social involeim if Bahau was identified to have the highest meamesn
and relationship. It does reflect on the upsurge othe aspect of home condition. Table 6 below is the
development activities now on-going in the Eastsoa ranking of the cities in each aspect of QOL studied
of Peninsular Malaysia and the positive naturehef t also can be identified that there was a significant
social capital there, especially if this is comghte  difference in all aspects of quality of life studie
those same aspects for Bahau. Pekan is also the cen(except aspect of education), between the thrésscit

of the East Coast Economic Region (ECER) regional It is good to know that there was no significant
development programmed. difference in the aspect of education between hheet

Thirdly, this study further revealed that the se0f cities, th_uls in_dicating to us a strong probabili_[wt
! communities in these three cities are equally Batis

ﬁT‘a”Cia'_ and job se<_:u.rity was lowest in Bahau andyith the educational development that had takenela
highest in Muar, a thriving city where the mightyut i, their areas.

river still offered additional opportunities for eh
surrounding community. Table 6: Ranking of the cities in the aspects afliggof life studied

Fourthly, Bahau ranked highest on the homeAspects of QOL Rankingl Ranking2 Ranking 3

. o ; ; ;i HOmMe condition Bahau Muar Pekan
condition score. Th|.s is a very interesting finding Physical environment bekan Muar Bahau
because despite being in the hinterland, the Bahagafety at the areas Pekan Muar Bahau
community had found respite in their homes, whichS(I)Ci_aI inx_olvement and bl Ba "

. . . relations| p ekKan ahau uar
provided them a greater_sens_e of security, albegtrof - .0 Muar Pekan Bahau
the homes were on inherited land bound by therinancial and job security ~ Muar Bahau Pekan
customary matrilineal system found in Negri Semhbila Infrastructure facilities Muar Pekan Bahau
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